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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The amendment received on 03/20/2007 has been considered. It has been noted that 
claims 1,3-5,7,1 1,12,14,15, and 17-24 have been amended. New claims 27-30 have been added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4,7-13,15, and 17-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wells et al. (US 6,488,585) in view of Baldwin (US 6,732,195). 

Re claims 1,2,4,20, and 24: Wells teaches a communications and data transfer system 
and method for gaming establishments having a plurality of gaming machines (1 12a and 1 12b), 
said system and method comprising a hand held portable transponder (128), and each of said 
gaming machines includes a communication module (124) with a port (126) connected to a 
master gaming controller (122) of each said gaming machine whereby identification and control 
signals for a specific one or ones of said plurality of adjacent gaming machines can be input to, 
and sent from, said transponder to the master gaming controller of the selected gaming machines 
(see col. 4, lines 24-36) and in reply thereto, status/performance data of said selected gaming 
machines can be sent to, or overwritten by, said transponder (see col.4, lines 24-36) and wherein 
the master gaming controller controls the games played on said gaming machine (see fig.lA; 
col.4, lines 10-15). 
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However, Wells fails to teach that the transponder comprises a display device and input 
mechanism and that the transponder displays a list or a graphical representation/map of said list 
of a plurality of devices located near it. 

Baldwin teaches a method and system for updating peripheral devices. The system 
includes a personal digital assistant/ PDA (10) (see figs.l and 3; col.2, lines 8-11) with an IR 
transceiver (12), input buttons (16), and a display (14) (see figs.l and 3) that displays a list or a 
graphical representation/map of said list of a plurality of devices located near it (see col.3, lines 
5-10; col. 5, lines 26-31). 

Therefore, in view of Baldwin, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Wells gaming and communication system to 
use Baldwin's method and system for retrieving and updating device data by way of a personal 
digital assistant that comprises input buttons and displays a list or graphical representation/map 
of gaming devices in order to reduce the effort and time required in manipulation of gaming 
machine software and gaming machine maintenance and in turn decrease the down time of 
gaming machines leading to increased profit. 

Re claim 3: Wells teaches that the transponder can download information to, and upload 
information from, a plurality of said gaming machines (see col. 4, lines 24-36). 

Re claims 7,22, and 26: Wells teaches that the gaming machines can receive downloads 
of software modification/games (see abstract; col.4, lines 24-32). 
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Re claim 8: Wells teaches that data pertaining to use and performance, compliance, and 
accounting are transferred (see col. 4, lines 24-36). 

However, Wells does not clearly state the exact details of the data. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that cash 
tin status, hopper status, printer paper status, button malfunction status, lamp status, note reject 
data, coin reject data or cash turnover ratio can be part of the performance, accounting, or 
compliance data. 

Re claims 9 and 23: Wells teaches that hardware configuration data can be communicated 
in the system and verifying identity or characteristics of hardware is used (see abstract). 

However, Wells does not clearly state the exact details of the data. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
hardware configuration data would consist of the game machine identification in order to verify 
that the hardware modification is possible for that gaming machine. 

Re claims 10-12: Wells teaches that data pertaining to use and performance, compliance, 
and accounting are transferred (see col.4, lines 24-36). 

However, Wells does not clearly state the exact details of the data, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the data could 
be for the performance of a particular player and an outcome of a game in order so that the 
machines may track particular player accounts and follow game outcomes to assure that the 
game machine is working properly and to make sure of accounting details for the player. 
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Re claims 7-12,18,21-23, and 26: Wells fails to teach the particulars of the status and 
performance data. 

Baldwin discloses that the PDA (10) uses bidirectional communication with a plurality of 
peripheral devices that are in range (see col,4, lines 63-66) and when selecting a peripheral 
device (see col.4, lines 66-67), communication of status/maintenance data and software between 
it and the peripheral devices occur (see coL5, lines 11-19). 

Therefore, in view of Baldwin, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Wells gaming and communication system to 
use Baldwin's method and system for retrieving and updating device data by way of a personal 
digital assistant and that any combination of status and software/game information 
communicated between the PDA and gaming machines is possible in order to reduce the effort 
and time required in manipulation of gaming machine software and gaming machine 
maintenance and in turn decrease the down time of gaming machines leading to increased profit. 

Re claim 13: Wells fails to teach that the communication module is coupled to a wireless 
interface, but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the communication board to be coupled to the portable device 
(28) by means of wireless communication and in the case of player tracking and therefore to 
include a wireless interface in order to increase the amount of ways the gaming machine can 
communicate to external devices and increase its attractiveness to the consumer. 



Application/Control Number: 10/817,156 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3714 

Re claims 15 and 17: Wells fails to teach that the transponder can display a map that 
shows the location of the transponder and provides directions to the gaming machines. 

However, Baldwin teaches a transponder (10) that includes a map display indicating 
device locations and status at a location and gives a "minimum walk'Vdirections for visiting the 
devices (see abstract). 

Therefore, in view of Baldwin, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Wells gaming and communication system to 
use Baldwin's method and system for retrieving and updating device data by way of a personal 
digital assistant displays a list or graphical representation/map of gaming devices in order to 
reduce the effort and time required in manipulation of gaming machine software and gaming 
machine maintenance and in turn decrease the down time of gaming machines leading to 
increased profit. 

Re claim 19: Wells teaches a gaming machine to generate a game of chance (122), 
receive cash (132a), to present an outcome (132c) and output cash (132b) (see fig.lA; col.4, 
lines 10-15). 

Re Claim 25: Wells does not teach if only one game is available for play on the gaming 
machine at any one time, but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use Wells gaming machine with the option of only one game and 
not multiple games in order to allow easier use of the gaming machine and to target only 
particular players that play the type of game offered. 
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Re claim 27: Wells et al teaches a hand held portable transponder (128), and each of said 
gaming machines includes a communication module (124) with a port (126) connected to a 
master gaming controller (122) of each said gaming machine whereby identification and control 
signals for a specific one or ones of said plurality of adjacent gaming machines can be input to, 
and sent from, said transponder to the master gaming controller of the selected gaming machines 
(see col. 4, lines 24-36) and in reply thereto, status/performance data of said selected gaming 
machines can be sent to, or overwritten by, said transponder (see col.4, lines 24-36). 

Re claim 28: Wells et al teaches a computer readable medium (176a) including computer 
program code, comprising computer program code for allowing a hand held portable transponder 
(128), and each of said gaming machines includes a communication module (124) with a port 
(126) connected to a master gaming controller (122) of each said gaming machine whereby 
identification and control signals for a specific one or ones of said plurality of adjacent gaming 
machines can be input to, and sent from, said transponder to the master gaming controller of the 
selected gaming machines (see fig.lB; col.4, lines 24-36) and in reply thereto, 
status/performance data of said selected gaming machines can be sent to, or overwritten by, said 
transponder (see col.4, lines 24-36) 

Re claims 29 and 30: Wells et al teaches a gaming machine (1 12a,l 12b,l 12c) to receive 
identification and control signals from a hand held portable transponder (128), and each of said 
gaming machines includes a communication module (124) with a port (126) connected to a 
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master gaming controller (122) of each said gaming machine whereby identification and control 
signals for a specific one or ones of said plurality of adjacent gaming machines can be input to, 
and sent from, said transponder to the master gaming controller of the selected gaming machines 
(see col. 4, lines 24-36); wherein said gaming machine is further operable to send the hand held 
portable transponder status data of said gaming machine (see col.4, lines 24-36). 

4. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wells et 
al. (US 6,488,585) in view of Baldwin (US 6,732,195) as applied to claim 1 and 4 above, and 
further in view of Itkis (US 4,856,787). The teachings of Wells and Baldwin have been discussed 
above. 

Re claims 5 and 6: Wells and Baldwin fail to teach gaming machines that have multiple 
game programs and that control signals select, after a predetermined time and after transmission 
of control signals, a predetermined one of said programs to determine which game is able to be 
played on said machines. 

Itkis teaches a gaming machine with multiple games (see fig.8) that are played and can be 
chosen from by selecting (see fig. 5) which game would like to be played on the game machine. 

Therefore, in view of Itkis, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify Wells, modified by Baldwin, gaming and 
communication system to use Itkis's concurrent game network with multiple games for machine 
in order to increase the attractiveness of the gaming machine by offering multiple games so that 
it will interest more players to play the gaming machine. 
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5. Claims 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wells et 
al. (US 6,488,585) in view of Baldwin (US 6,732,195) as applied to claim 1 and 15 above, and 
further in view of Jorasch et al. (US 6,379,248). The teachings of Wells and Baldwin have been 
discussed above. 

Re Claim 14: Wells and Baldwin fail to teach a wireless interface that is located on a 
player tracking unit. 

However, Jorasch discloses a gaming device with a player interface (338) that can 
communicate wirelessly (see fig.14; col.3, lines 58-60; col.4, lines 47-48). 

Therefore, in view of Jorasch, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Wells, modified by Baldwin (as applied to 
claim 1 above), gaming and communication system to include a player tracking unit that can 
communicate wirelessly in order to offer the machine with player tracking capabilities so to 
attract players that only use machines that allow player tracking capabilities and therefore 
increase the time the machine is in use and earning profit for the casino. 

Re claim 16: Wells, modified by Baldwin (as applied to claim 15 above), teaches a 
transponder (10) that includes a map display indicating device locations and status at a location 
and gives a "minimum walk'Vdirections for visiting the devices (see abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

6. The Applicants correction in regards to the claim objections and 35 USC 1 12 rejections is 
accepted therefore, that objection and rejection has been withdrawn. 
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Applicant's arguments filed 03/20/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the Applicants argument in regards to claims 1 and 20, that Wells et al fails 
to teach the feature of gaming machine including communication module connected whereby 
identification and control signals for a specific one or more of said plurality of gaming machines 
. . . selected gaming machine can be sent to, or overwritten by said transponder, the Examiner 
disagrees. As noted by the Applicant, the Examiner interpreted the claims broadly and maintains 
this rejection because the teaching of Wells et al in col. 4, lines 24-36 teaches a possibility to 
combine numerous functions onto a given board, which includes according to the Examiner's 
interpretation the functions in the feature claimed by the Applicant. Also the Examiner points out 
that the invention of Wells et al includes a controller, which Examiner believes functions with 
control signals. 

In response to the Applicants argument in regards to the Examiner's rejection of claim 5, 
the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner agrees that Itkis does not teach the feature of control 
signal, however Wells et al teaches this feature as explained in the previous paragraph. Also, the 
examiner recognizes that combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion can only establish obviousness, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In response to applicant's argument that a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
established and that there is no suggestion to combine the references regarding Claims 1-4,7- 
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13,15, and 17-26, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where 
there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 
Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 
USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Examiner points out to Applicant that both Wells et 
al and Baldwin teach on communication between multiple devices. Examiner therefore maintains 
the 35 USC 103 rejection. 

In response to applicant's argument that a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
established and that there is no suggestion to combine the references regarding Claims 14 and 16, 
the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the 
teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 
1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, Examiner points out to Applicant that both the combination of Wells et al, Baldwin, and 
Itkis, and the combination of Wells et al, Baldwin, and Jorasch, teach methods of networking and 
communication amongst multiple of devices. Examiner therefore maintains the 35 USC 103 
rejection. 

In response to the Applicant's argument in regards to claims 10-12, the Examiner points 
out to the Applicant that the Examiner interpreted the claims broadly and provided the support in 
the teaching of Baldwin. Baldwin teaches retrieving information, therefore it is obvious that data 
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for performance and outcome of games are information that provided, received, or transferred. 
The Examiner therefore maintains the rejection. 



7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adetokunbo 0. Torimiro whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1345. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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